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NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND RESPONSES



ERIC GIBSON
INTERIM DIRECTOR

Tounty of San Biego
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE B, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 921231666
INFORMATION (858) 694-2960
TOLL FREE (800) 411-0017

January 16, 2008

Mr. Erwin Bucy

Otay Mesa Crossing LLC, C/O Regency Centers
915 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 2200

Los Angeles, CA 9001 7

RE: CALIFORNIA CROSSINGS: P06-102; TPM21046;
ENVIRONMENTAL LOG NO.: 93-19-006AA; SCH# 2007121066;
TRANSMITTAL OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS

Dear Mr. Bucy:

The Department of Planning and Land Use (DPLU) has circulated for public review a
“Notice of Preparation” for the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for your proposed
project. Attached you will find the correspondence received. A copy of the Notice of
Preparation and the comments received must be included in the appendices of the EIR.
Please forward this information to your EIR consultant so that the salient comments
raised can be addressed in the draft EIR. Staff has reviewed this correspondence and
has determined that no changes are required in the scope of the issues to be
addressed in the EIR.

If you have any specific questions regarding the above, please contact Robert
Hingtgen, Project Environmental Coordinator at (858) 694-3712 or e-mail at
robert.hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov.

PROJECT SCHEDULE : Your project is presently on schedule. An updated copy of
your project schedule is attached showing an estimated hearing/decision date of
October 15, 2009.

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS/DATE: Please comply with the submittal requirements
and due date as outlined in the “Request for Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report” letter from DPLU dated November 16, 2007.




P06-102 -2 January 16, 2008

If you have any questions regarding this request, please contact me at (858) 694-3706.

Sincerely,

BN

Tim Taylor, AICP
Project Manager
Regulatory Planning Division

TT:rh

Attachments: Notice of Preparation Comments
Revised Estimated Processing Schedule

cc.  Debbie Collins, Project Design Consultants, 701 B Street, Suite 800, San Diego,
CA 92101
Bruce Mclintyre, Helix Environmental Planning, Inc., 7578 El Cajon Bivd., Suite
200, La Mesa, CA 91941
John Thomas, Project Manager, Department of Public Works, M.S. 0336
Robert Hingtgen, Project Environmental Coordinator, DPLU, M.S. 0850
Richard Grunow, Planning Manager, DPLU, M.S. 0650
Mary Jo Lanzafame, County Counsel, M.S. A12



ESTIMATED PROCESSING SCHEDULE

Project Name: Californla Crossings
Project Number: P06.102, TPM21046
Staff Completing Schedule: Robert Hingtgen
Decision-Making Body: Planning Commission
Date Schedule Produced/Revised: 1/16/2008
Estimated Actual
TASK/ACTIVITY Estimated | Complation Completion
Duration Date Date
APPLICATION SUBMITTAL 12/22/2006
ﬁDPLU reviews for application "completeness”, determines Major project i , costs and schedul 30 1122/2007 3/14/2007
Applicant submits revised Site Design wio extended initial studies 120 71212007 6/5/2007
Applicant and staff discuss revised Site Design 30 71512007 7i2512007
DPLU finalizes Environmental Review Update Checklist Form 14 8/8/2007 11/15/2007
DPLU completss Initial Scoping of EIR . 14 11/29/2007 11/16/2007
Applicant submits documents for Public Review of Notice of Preparation (NOP) 10 11/26/20607 11/28/2007
DPLU completes advertises and distnibutes NOP 14 12/6/2007 12/13/2007
Pubfic review of NOP 30 1/14/2008 1/11/2008
DPLU receives and distributes public comments on NOP to Applicant 5 1/16/2008 1/16/2008
DPLY , in consultation with the EIR consultant establishes Thrasholds of Significance 10 1/28/2008
DPLU , in consuttattion with the EIR consuitant establishes Analysis Methodologies 20 2/18/2008
Applicant submits 1st Draft EIR 180 §/14/2008
JOPLU reviews 1st Draft EIR 45 6302008
Applicant submits 2nd Draft EIR* 45 8/14/2008
DPLY reviews 2nd Draft EfR* 30 9/15/2008
Applicant submits 3rd Draft EIR* 30 10/15/2008
OPLU reviews 3nd Draft EIR* 21 11/5/2008
Env. Coordinator reviews Draft EIR 3 11/10/2008
Applicant makes final changes to Draft EIR, produces coples of documents, & CDFG Fees 10 11/20/2008
DPLU completes distibution paperwork, advertises and distributes Draft EIR 14 11/24/2008
Public Review of Draft EIR 45 1/812009
DPLU transmits Public Comments to Applicant 3 1/12/2009
DPLU reviews Public Cormments 30 2/11/2009
Applicant submits 1st Draft Responses to Public Comment 14 2/25/2009
DPLU reviews 1s! Draft Responses to Public Comments 13 3/10/2009
Applicant submits 2nd Draft Responses to Public Comment* 14 3/24/2009
DPLU reviews 2nd Draft Responses fo Public Comments* 2 3/26/2009
Env. Coordinator reviews Responses to Public Comments 3 3/30/2Q09
Boanrd Poficy I-119 Review of Responses to Comments and EIR Changes/Recirculation Decision 40 §/11/2009
DPLU transmits Board Policy I-119 Comments to Applicant 5 511812009
Applicant revises EIR, CEQA Findings/Override, and Responses to Public Comment 14 6/1/2009
Environmental Coordinator reviews EIR, CEQA Findings/Override and Responses to Comments S 6/8/2009
Board Policy I-119 Review of Responses to Comments and EIR Changes/Recirculation Decision * 30 71812009
DPLU transmits Board Policy 1-119 Comments to Applicant* 5 /1312009
Applicant revises EIR, CEQA Findings/Override, and Responses to Public Comment™ 14 72712008
DPLU reviews Draft CEQA Findings/Overrides/Recirculation Declsion 14 8/10/2009
DPLU finalizes documentation 10 8/20/2009
DPLU makes final staff recc dation on the 7 8/27/2008
DPLU completes final documenis, dockets project and initial PROJECT HEARING/DECISION 45 10/15/2009
Total Estimated Duration 147 wecks
Bolded tasks are under the control of applicanticonsultant. 33.9 months

Htalicized tasks are complsted concurrently with other tasks.
* - Tagk can be eliminated if earfier draft documents are adequate.
Assumptions:
Praject will be completed using an Environmental Impact Report,
The project is considered “sensitive” therefore Board Policy I-119 review will be required.
Applicant/consultant will provide adequate Environmental Impact Report in three iterations or less.
Applicant/Consultant will submit all required information in accordance with the estimated schedulefturmaround times.
The project wikl not be conlinued by the decision-making bady nor appealed.
Any Department of Public Works or Department of Environmental Health issues will be resolved concurrantly with the environmental process.

The Hearing/Decision date s subject to Decision-Making Body availability and schedule.
Dates which fall upon a holiday will have an actual completion date the first business day afler such hollday.




(" c ozn,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ] m}
GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH e :

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT

Notice of Preparation

December 14, 2007

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: California Crossings; P06-102, TPM 21046, Log No. 93-19-006AA
SCH# 2007121066

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (INOP) for the California Crossings; P06-102,
TPM 21046, Log No. 93-19-006AA draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR):

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a remimder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

" Robert Hingtgen .
San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B
San Diego, CA 92123-1666

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613. :

Sincerely,

=

Scott Mofgan
Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
AND LANDUSE

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report

{ State Clearinghouse Data Bas’
,SCH# 2007121066
Project Title  California Crossings; P06-102, TPM 21046, Log No. 93-19-006AA
Lead Agency San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description The proposed project is a regional retail commercial center with surface parking and associated
infrastructure on 29.6 acres. The project includes ten buildings totaling 355,918 square feet, 1,512
parking spaces, and 250 employees. Site uses would include retail, general merchandise, and food
services.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Robert Hingtgen
Agency San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use
Phone (858)694-3712 Fax
email
Address 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B
City San Diego State CA  Zip 92123-1666
Project Location
County San Diego
City
Region , ‘
" Cross Streets 9200 block of Otay Mesa Road, immediately east of the SR-125 right-of-way and west of Harvest Rd
Parcel No. 646-240-48 ‘
Township 18S Range 1W Section 25 Base SBB&M
Proximity to:
Highways SR-125 and SR-805
Alrports  Brown Field Municipal Airport
Rallways
Waterways Otay River
Schools
Land Use Undeveloped
Zoning: S88
East Otay Mesa Specific Plan Area land use: Technology Business Park/Commerciai Overlay
Project Issues
Reviewing Resources Agency; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 9; Department of Parks and
Agencies Recreation; Native American Heritage Commission; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5;
Department of Water Resources; Department of Conservation; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans,
District 11; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; Department of Toxic Substances Control; State Water
Resources Control Board, Division of Loans and Grants; Alr Resources Board, Transportation Projects
Date Received 12/14/2007 Start of Review 12/14/2007 End of Review (1/14/2008

Note: Blanks in data fields resuit from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



Resources Agency

| Resources Aﬁancy
Nadell Gayou

| Dept. of Boating & Waterways
David Johnson

D California Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A. Fuchs

D Colorado River Board
Gereld R, Zimmerman

@ Dapt. of Conservation
Sharon Howell

D Callfornia Energy
Commission
Paul Richins

3 Cal Fire

Allen Robertson

: Office of Historic
Preservation
Wayne Doneldsan

| Dept of Parks & Recrsation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

j Reclamation Board
DeeDas Jones

] §.F, Bay Gonservation &
Dev't. Comm. .
Steve McAdam

m Dept. of Water Resources
Resources Agency
Nadsll Gayou

J

Conservancy

ish and Gamse

3 Depart. of Fish & Game
Scott Flint
Environmental Sarvices Divis!on

3 Fish & Game Region 1
Donald Koch

] Fish & Game Reglon 1E
Laurie Hamsberger

D Fish & Gams Reglon 2
- Banky Cirtis

1 Fish 2 Game Reglon 3
Robert Flosrke

D Fish & Game Region 4
Julle Vance

. Fish & Game Raglon §
Don Chadwick
Habitat Conservation Program

E] Fish & Ga;na Region 6
Gahvina Gatchet
Habitat Gonservation Program

U Fish & Game Ragion 6 /M
Gabrina Getchel
inyo/Mono, Habltat Conservation
Program

D Dept. of Fish & Gama M
Gaeorge Isaac
Marine Region

Other Departments

D Food & Agrcutture
Steve Shaffar
Dept. of Food and Agricultura

D Depart. of General Servicas
Public Schoal Construction

D Dapt. of General Services
Robert Sleppy
Enviranmental Services Section

D Dapt. of Health Services
Veronica Malloy
Dept. of Health/Drinking Water

Independent
Commigsions Boards

“ [ peita Protection Commission

Debby Eddy

D Office of Emergency Services
Dawnig Casmuo

D Govemor's Ofﬂcs of Planning
& Rasearch
State Clgaringhouse

.. Native Amarican Herltage
Comm.
Debble Treadway

A TS X

I el

LAY O

SUH#

D Public Utilitles Commission
Ken Lewls

L] santa Monica Bay Restoration
Guangyis Wang
State Lands Commlsslon
" Jean Sarino

D Tahoe Reglonal Planning

 Agency (TRPA)
Chermry Jacques

. Business, Trans & Housing
‘Caltrans - Divislon of

Aarcnautice
Sandy Hesnard

D Caltrans « Planning
Terd Pencovic

m Callforn{a Highway Patrol
Shirley Kelly .
Offica of Special Projscts

) D Housing & Community

Davslopment
Lisa Nichaols
Housing Policy Division

Dept. of Transportation

M| Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman

O Caltrans, District 2
- Marcalino Gonzalez

D Caltrans, District 3
- Jeff Pulverman

D Caltrans, District 4
Tim Sable

E] Caltrans, District §
David Murray

D Caltrans, District 6
Marec Bimbaum

D Caitrans, District7
Cheryl J, Powell

Celtrans, District §
Dan Kopuisky

D Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Rosander

D Caltrans, District 10
Tom Dumas .

. Caltrans, District 11
- Mario Orso

D Caitrans, District 12
Ryan P, Chambedain

Cal EPA -

Alr Rasourcaes Board

L Airport Projects
Jim Lemer

m Transportation Projects '
" Ravi Ramalingem

D Industrial Projects
Mike Tollstrup

D Califomia Integrated Waste
Managemont Board
Sue O'leary

m State Water Resources Control-
. Board
Reglonal Programs Unft .
Division of Financiel Asslstance

D Stats Water Resources Control
‘Board
Student intemn, 401 Water Quality
Certfication Unit
Dhvislon of Water Quality

D' State Water Resouces Contro] Board
Steven Herrora
Division of Water Rights

‘a Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
CEQA Tracking Canter

L Department of Pesticide Reguiation

9200 71%1Ub®

Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQGHE)

D RWQCB 1
Cathleen Hudson
North Coast Reglon (1) .

D RWQCB 2
Enviranmental Document
Coordinator
8an Francisco Bay Region {2)

) rwacs s
Centra! Coast Reglon (3)

D RWQCB 4
Torasa Rodgers -
Las Angeles Region (4)

D RWQCB 55
Central Valley Reglon {5}

D RWAQCB 5F
’ Cantral Valley Reglon (5)
Frasno Branch Office

D RWQCB 5R
Cenfral Valley Reglon (5)
Redding Branch Ofﬂce

D RWQCB 8
Lahdntan Region (8)

D RWQCB 6V
Lahantan Region (6)
" Vigtorvilte Branch Office

D RWQCB 7
Colorado River Basln Ragton (7)

U1 rwacs s
Santa Ana Region (8)

W rwace s
San Dlago Reglon (8)

D Other

Last Updaterf on 09/11/07
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San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.

"Environmental Review Committee

17 December 2007

To: Mr. Robert Hingtgen
Department of Planning and Land Use
County of San Diego
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B
San Diego, California 92123-2960

~ Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
' California Crossings
P06-102, TPM 21046, Log No. 93-19-006AA

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

Thank you for the Notice of Preparation for the subject project, received by this Society
last week. ‘ ~

We are pleased to note the inclusion of cultural resources in the list of subject areas to be
addressed in the DEIR. We note that this project relies upon previous archaeological
investigations. Therefore, the current project must include a requirement to locate the
resulting collections, upgrade them as necessary, and curate them in accordance with
current County requirements.

We look forward to reviewing the DEIR during the upcoming public comment period.
To that end, please include us in the distribution of the DEIR, and also provide us with a
copy of the cultural resources technical report(s).

SDCAS appreciates being included in the‘County‘s environmental review process for this
project.

Sincerely,

-~

es W. Royle, Jr., S
Environmental Review Commuttee

ce: SDCAS President RE @ E D W E

Fil
i DEC 18 2007

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
AND LAND USE

P.O. Box 81106 e San Diego, CA 52138-1106 e (858) 538-0935



."Q C{alifornia R -ional Water Quality € 'mtrol Board £

» Ld
San Diego Region
Linda S, Adams Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties Arnold Schwarzenegger
Secretary for Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from U.S. EPA Governor
Environmental Protection . m—

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 » Fax (858) 571-6972
htlp://www.w&terboar;l‘smgov/smdiego

Dec 18, 2007

Robert Hingtgen

County of San Diego DPLU
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B
San Diego, Ca 92123-1666

SUBJECT: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental lmbact
~ Report for the California Crossings project, County of San Dlego,
California (POG -102, TPM 21046) :

Dear Mr Hingtgen:

The San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (SDRWQCB) appreciates the
opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation of an EIR for the California -
Crossings project in East Otay Mesa. The project is located in the 8200 block of Otay ‘
Mesa Road, east of SR-125 and west of Harvest Road :

The proposed project is for a reglona! retail center on 29 6 acres W|th ten buuidmgs
totalmg 355 918 square feet, and 1 512 parkmg spaces. P .

The SDRWQCB regulates the discharge of stormwater to protect the quallty of waters of
the State, broadly defined as “the chemical, physical, biological, bacteriological,
radiological, and other properties and characteristics of water which affects its use”.
The project proponent is required to obtain a permit from the SDRWQCB if the project

: has any of the followmg d:scharges

Discharge Type Types of Permits involved ,

- : ' ’ - Clean Water Act (CWA) §401 water quality -
¢ Discharge of dredged or fill certification for federal waters; or Waste
‘ materials : Discharge Requirements for non-federal
waters. ‘

- CWA §402 National Pollutant Discharge

¢ Wastey’vater dlscharges Elimination System permit.

California Environmental Protection Agency

2'3 Recycled Paper



Robert Hingtgen 2. " Dec 18, 2007
County of San Diego '
California Crossings

Dischargé Type K Types of Permits involved

- Waste Discharge Requirements or other
permits for discharges that may affect
groundwater quality and other waters of the
State, such as operation of proposed solid
waste transfer facilities, and other proposed

o Other discharges

project activities.

Addressing the protection of water resources and water quality at this stage in the
project offers the most cost effective strategy for minimizing the impacts of pollutants
from on-site runoff to downstream surface waters and for reducing phys:cal impacts to
down slope streams and wetlands. Our review of the proposed project is limited to
potential impacts to surface water quality. :

1) Proiect Design and Low Impact Desiqn 1 techniques

a) Reduce the amount of area covered by impervious surfaces through the use of
permeable pavement, pavers, or other pervious suifaces. - ‘

" b) Direct roof runoff and parking lot runoff to vegetated swales, and bto-retentlon |
systems. :

c) Use recessed landscaping to capture runoff and landscaping that requires little or

no irrigation. Maintain natural drainages and the pre-project hydrograph for the
area.

d) .Include properly designed outdoor matenal storage areas and properly desngned |
.trash storage areas. ‘

2) SUSMP Rg_gurrements

a) As a Priority Development Project, the California Crossings project must comply
with the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan SUSMP and other
requlrements of the Municipal Storm Water Permit (R9-2007- 001)

'3) Constructlon Requirements

a) The draft Environmental Impact Report should list best management practices
(BMPs) to control sediment and erosion during the construction phase of the
project. Sediment is a pollutant of concern during construction. The draft

California Environmental Protection Agency

ﬁ Recycled Paper




Robert Hingtgen . -3- ' Dec 18, 2007
County of San Diego S S
California Crossings

b)

Environmental Impact Report should confirm that sediment and erosion control .

BMPs will be implemented during the construction phase of the project.

The development of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for
construction activities is required per the SWRCB Construction Storm Water
Permit. The SWPPP directs the implementation and maintenance of BMPs

'during construction to minimize water quality impacts. The draft Environmental

Impact Report should confirm that a SWPPP will be developed and lmplemented
during constructlon

-Because thls project dlsturbs greater than one acre, it must be enro!!ed under the
State Water Resources Contro! Board (SWRCB) Order No. 99-08-DWQ, of the

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit No.
CAS000002, Waste Discharge Requirements for Discharges of Storm Water
Runoff Associated with Construction Actlwly (SWRCB Constructlon Storm Water
Permlt) ,

If you would like clarification on any of our comments or if we may be of further .
assistance, please contact Dat Quach, at (858) 467-2978 or emall ' :
DQuach@waterboards ca.gov.

Respectfully,
David Gibson

Senior Environmental Scientist
Southern Watershed Protection Unit .

California Environmental Protection Agency

ﬁ Recycled Paper



SIATEQRCALIFORNIA Arpold Sehyarzonsgrer, GoZetnar

‘NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
918 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 6536281
Fax (916) 657-5390

waw.nalic.ca.gov )
de_mabe@pachell.net

December 26, 2007

Mr. Robert Hingtgen

San Diegoe County Dapartment of Planning & Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123-1668

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document. The Native
American Heritage Commission is the state agency designated for the protection of California’s Native
American cultural resources. The Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that
causes & substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes archeologicat
resources, is a 'significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR per the
California Code of Regulations § 15064.5(b)(c) (CEQA Guidelines). In order to comply with this provision,
the lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources
within the ‘area of potential effect (APE),’ and if so, to mitigate that effect. To adequately assess the
projectrelated impacts on historical resources, the Commission recommends the following action:

v Contact the appropriate California Histofic ReSources lnformaton Center (CHRIS) Contact :nformabon

for the ‘Information Ceriter’ nearest you is avaitabie from the

. The tecord search will determine:

If a part or the entire (AF'E) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

If any known cultura) resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.

If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

¥ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report

detalrmg the findings and recommendations of the records search and fiefd survey.
The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the planning depastment  All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and

~ not be made available for pubic disclosure.

%  The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been oomplehed to the
appropriate regional archaeological Information Center. )

v Contact the Native American Hertage Commission (NAHC) for:

* A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search of the project &rea and information on tribal contacts in the project

vicinity who may have information on culmral resouroes ln of near the APE Piease prowde us srte

identification as follows: US e qua : j - i

will assist us with the SLF.

=  Also, we recommend that you contact the Native American contacts on the attached list to get their
input on the effect of potential praject (e.g. APE) impact. In many cases a culturally-effiliated Native
American tribe or person will be the only source of information about the existence of a cultural
resource,

v Lack of suiface evidence of archeological tesources does not preclude their subsurface existence.

= | ead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
§15064.5 (Nof the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidefines). In areas of identified

- archaeological sensHivity, a certified archaeclogist and a culturally affiliated Native American, with

. knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-dlsmrbmg activities, -

= Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan prov:s:ons for the disposﬂ:on 6f
in consunabon wnh cultural!y aﬁ?hated Na'uve Americans. - EO@ E
~ JAN 04 2008

[ERATTAENT OF PLANKING
f‘\f N-J LL ND USE
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v Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked
cemeteries in their mitigations plans.

* CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified by
this Commission if the Initial Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human
remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American groups,
identified by the NAHE, to ensure the appropriate and dignified treatmentof Native American human
remains and any associsted grave goods.

*  Heslth and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(d)
mandate procedures W be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a
location other than a dedicated cemetery.

v Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in CEQA Guidelines §15370 when significant cultural
resources are discovered during the course of project planning or execution.

Please feel free to contact me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Attachment: Native American Contact List

Cc: State Clearinghouse



Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation

Danny Tucker, Chairperson
5459 Sycuan Road
El Cajon » CA 92021

ssiliva@sycuan-nsn.gov
619 445-2613

619 445-1927 Fax

Viejas Band of Mission Indians
Bobby L. Barrett, Chairperson

PO Box 908
Alpine » CA 91903
(6 uilar@vie%as-nsn .gov

(619) 445-5337 Fax

Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee

Ron Christman
56 Viejas Grade Road

Alpine . CA 92001
(619) 445-0385

Jamul Indian Village
William Mesa, Chairperson
P.O. Box 612

Jamul » CA 91935

jamulrez@sctdv.net
(619) 669-4785

(619) 669-48178 - Fax

Native American Contacts
San Diego County
December 26, 2007

Mesa Grande Band of Mission indians
Mark Romero, Chairperson

Diegueno/Kumeyaay P.O Box 270 -
Santa Ysabel . CA 92070

randeband @msn.com
(760) -3818 .

(760) 782-9092 Fax

Diegueno

Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation

Paul Cuero
Diegueno/Kumeyaay 36190 Church Road, Suite 5

Campo » CA 91906

Diegueno/ Kumeyaay

(619) 478-9046
(619) 478-9505

(619) 478-5818 Fax

Kwaaymii Laguna Band of Mission Indians
Carmen Lucas
Diegueno/Mumeyaay P.O. Box 775

Pine Valley
(619) 709-4207

Diegueno -
» CA 91962

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee:
Steve Banegas, Spokesperson
Diegueno/Kumeyaay 1095 Barona Road

Lakeside » CA 92040
(619) 742-5587

(619) 443-0681 FAX

Diegueno/Kumeyaay

Thie list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of thig list does not relleve any person of statutory

as defined In Section 7050.5 of the Health and

responsibility )
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Is only applicable for contacting local Native American with regard to cuitural resources for the proposed
SCHA2007121006; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR) for Calltornia Crossing
Project; P08-102; TPM 21046, Log No. 93-18-006AA; Otay Pianning Area; San Dlego County, California.



Native American Contacts
San Diego County
December 26, 2007

Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueno Indians
Devon Reed Lomayesva, Esq, Tribal Attorney
PO Box 701 Diegueno
Santa Ysabel ., CA 92070
drlomgyevsa@verizon.net

(760) 765-0845

(760) 765-0320 Fax

Clint Linton

P.O. Box 507 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Santa Ysabel . CA 92070
(760) 803-5694

¢jlinton73@aol.com

Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation

Sydney Morris, Environmental Coordinator

5459 Sycuan Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay
El Cajon » CA 92021

(619) 445-2613

(619) 445-1927-Fax

This list Is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relleve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native American with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2007121006; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); draft Environmental impact Report (BEIR) for California Crossing
Project; P0B-102; TPM 21046, Log No. 93-19-006AA; Otay Planning Area; San Diego County, Callfornia.



_STATE QF CALIFORNIA—RUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Goveror

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS — M.S #40

1120 N STREET 5
P. 0. BOX 942873 Flex your power!
SACRAMENTO, CA $4273-0001 Be energy efficient!

PHONE (916) 654-4959
FAX (916) 653-9531
TTY 711

January §, 2008

Mr. Robert Hingtgen . ;,"_’.‘ e “ TR
San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use SN R SR
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123-1666 o JAN 14 2008

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

San Diego County’s Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for California
Crossings; SCH# 2007121066

The California Department of Transportation {Caltrans), Division of Aeronautics (Division), reviewed the
above-referenced document with respect to airport-related noise and safety impacts and regional aviation
land use planning issues pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Division has
technical expertise in the areas of airport operational safety, noise, and airport land use compatibility. We
are a funding agency for alrport projects, and we have perm1t authonty for public-use and spemal -use
airports and heliports. ~ . o -

‘The proposal is for a. 29 6-acre- reglonal retall commermal center that w111 mclude retaﬂ general
A ‘merchandlse and food services. The prOJect consmts of ten buﬂdmgs totalmg 355 918 square feet 1 512
parking spaces, and 250 employees. = Con ) : T

The project site is located approximately 5,900 feet southeast of the Brown Field Municipal Airport
directly beneath the extended runway centerline. Brown Field Municipal is an active airport with
approximately 183 based aircraft and over 100,000 annual operations. The project site will be subject to
aircraft overflights and subsequent aircraft-related noise and safety impacts. The proposal should be
coordinated with Brown Field Municipal Airport staff to ensure that the proposal will be compatible with
future as well as existing airport operations. Airport-related noise, safety, and land use concerns should
also be thoroughly addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Protecting people and property on the ground from the potential consequences of near-airport aircraft
accidents is a fundamental land use compatibility-planning objective. While the chance of an aircraft
injuring someone on the ground is historically quite low, an aircraft accident is a high consequence event.
To protect people and property on the ground from the risks of near-airport aircraft accidents, some form
of restrictions on land use are essential. The two principal methods for reducing the risk of injury and
property damage on the ground are to limit the number of persons in an area and to limit the area covered
by occupied structures. The potential severity of an off-airport aircraft accident is highly dependent upon
the nature of the land use at the accident site.

CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21096, requires the Caltrans Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
(Handbook) be used as a resource in the preparation of environmental documents for projects within airport
land use compatlblhty plan boundaries or if such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of an
airport. The Handbook identifies six airport safety zones based on risk levels. Portions of the project site
appear to be within the Inner and Outer Approach and Departure Zones 2 and 4 and the Traffic Pattern
Zone 6 for Brown Field Municipal Airport. Safety Zones 2 and 4 are situated along the extended runway

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”




Mr. Robert Hingtgen
January 8, 2008
Page 2

centerline with approaching aircraft usually at less than traffic pattern altitude. The Handbook is available
on-line at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/planning/aeronaut/. Chapter nine provides guidance on appropriate
land uses within the various airport safety zones.

The project site is also located within Compatibility Zones C and D and possibly within Zone B1, as
designated in the San Diego County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). The proposal must
be consistent with the ALUCP. The proposal should be submitted to the San Diego Regional Airport
Authority, which represents the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), for a consistency determination.

California Public Utilities Code Section 21659 prohibits structural hazards near airports. In accordance
with Federal Aviation Regulation, Part 77 “Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace” a Notice of Proposed
Construction or Alteration (Form 7460-1) may be required by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).
Form 7460-1 is available on-line at https://oeaaa.faa. gov/oeaaa/extemal/portal Jsp and should be submitted
electronically to the FAA.

Business and Professions Code Section 11010 and Civil Code Sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353 address
buyer notification requirements for lands around airports and are available on-line at

http://www leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html. Any person who intends to offer land for sale or lease within an
airport influence area is required to disclose that fact to the person buying the property.

The protection of airports from incompatible land use encroachment is vital to California’s economic
future. Brown Field Municipal Airport is an economic asset that should be protected through effective
-airport land use compatibility planning and awareness. Although the need for compatible and safe land
‘uses near airports in California is both a local and a State issue, airport staff, airport land use commissions
and airport land use compatibility plans are key to protecting an airport and the people residing and
working in the vicinity of an airport. Consideration given to the issue of compatible land uses in the
vicinity of an airport should help to relieve future conflicts between airports and their neighbors.

These comments reflect the areas of concern to the Division with respect to airport-related noise and safety
impacts and regional airport land use planning issues. We advise you to contact our Caltrans District 11
office concermng surface transportation issues.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposal. We look forward to reviewing the
Draft EIR. If you have any questiomns, please call me at (916) 654-5314.

Sincerely,

Dol eona)

SAND SNARD
Aviation Environmental Specialist

c: State Clearinghouse, Brown Field Airport, San Diego ALUC

“Caltrans improves maobility across California”



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ecological Services
Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office
6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, California 92011
In Reply Refer To:
FWS-SDG-08B0241-08TA0238
. Jan 15 2008
Robert Hingtgen
Department of Planning and Land Use
County of San Diego

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B
San Diego, CA 92123-1666

Subject:  Notice of Preparation of a Draft Envuonmental Impact Report for California
: ‘ Crossmgs County of San Dlego ‘California '

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), received December 13, 2007, for the above-
referenced project. The Service has been working with the County of San Diego to develop the
Otay Mesa Plan. We recommend that this project be consistent with the plan. Additionally, the
Service offers the enclosed list of federally protected species known to occur on or near the
project site, and recommendations to assist the applicant in preparation of the Environmental
Impact Report.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this notice of preparation. If you have any
questions regarding this letter, please contact Cara- McGary at (760) 431-9440.

Sincerely,

O —<,

Therese O’Rourke
Assistant Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

TAKE PRIDE &E=
INAMERICAS DERARTH
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Robert Hingtgen (FWS-SDG-08B0241-08TA0238)

Enclosure
General Fish and Wildlife Service Comments

To assist you in evaluating whether or not the proposed project may affect listed species, we are
providing the following list of sensitive species that may occur in the project area: burrowing
owl (Athene cunicularia), San Diego fairy shrimp (Branchinecta sandiegonensis), Otay tarplant
(Deinandra conjugens), San Diego button celery (Eryngium aristulatum parishii), Quino
checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas editha quino), spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis),
California Orcutt grass (Orcuttia californica), Otay Mesa mint (Pogogyne nudiuscula), and
coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica). Please note that only general
biological information is available for the project area and this may not be a comprehensive list.
The proposed project is located in potential habitat for these species. However, we recommend
that you seek assistance from a biologist familiar with the project site, and experienced in
assessing the potential for direct, indirect, and cumulative effects to species and their habitats
likely to result from the proposed activity.

To enable Service staff to adequately review and comment on the proposed project, we
recommend the following information be included in the DEIR, as applicable:

1.

A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the proposed
project, including all staging areas and access routes to the construction and staging areas.

A complete list and assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project
area, with particular emphasis upon identifying federally listed rare, threatened,
endangered, or proposed candidate species, and any locally unique species and sensitive
habitats. Specifically, the DEIR should include:

a. A thorough assessment of Rare Natural Communities on site and within the area
of impact.
b. A current inventory of the biological resources associated with each habltat type

on site and within the area of impact.

c. Detailed discussions, including both qualitative and quantitative analyses, of the
potentially affected listed and sensitive species (fish, wildlife, plants), and their habitats
on the proposed project site, area of impact, and alternative sites, including information
pertaining to their local status and distribution.

d. Focused species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and
time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required.

e. An inventory of rare, threatened, and endangered species on site and within the
area of impact.
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f. Discussions regarding seasonal variations in use by sensitive species of the project
site as well as the area of impact on those species.

A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely
affect biological resources. All facets of the project should be included in this
assessment. Specifically, the DEIR should provide:

a. Specific acreage and descriptions of the types of wetlands, coastal sage scrub, and
other sensitive habitats that will or may be affected by the proposed project or project
alternatives. Maps and tables should be used to summarize such information.

b. The anticipated or real impacts of the project on the listed and sensitive species
and habitats.
c. Project impacts should be analyzed relative to their effects on off-site habitats.

Specifically, this should include nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural
habitats, and riparian ecosystems. Impacts to, and maintenance of, wildlife
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitat in adjacent areas should
be fully evaluated and provided.

d. A discussion of potential conflicts resulting from wildlife-human interactions,
potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, vibration, human activity, changes in
drainage patterns, polluted runoff, hazardous materials spills, soil erosion and/or
sedimentation, with mitigation measures proposed to alleviate such impacts, must be
included. ‘

e. If applicable, the document should include an analysis of the effect that the project
may have on completion and implementation of regional and/or subregional conservation
programs.

f. An analysis of cumulative effects. General and specific plans, and past, present,
and anticipated future projects, should be analyzed concerning their impacts on similar

plant communities and wildlife habitats.

Mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts on sensitive plants, animals, and
habitats. Measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect Rare Natural Communities from
project-related impacts should be included in the DEIR.

Mitigation measures should emphasize avoidance, and where avoidance is infeasible,
reduction of project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, off-site mitigation through
acquisition and preservation of the affected habitats in perpetuity should be addressed.
The Service generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts on rare, threatened, or endangered species.
Studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and largely unsuccessful.
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Include measures to perpetually protect the targeted habitat values where preservation
and/or restoration are proposed. The objective should be to offset the project-induced
qualitative and quantitative losses of wildlife habitat values. Issues that should be
addressed include restrictions on access, proposed land dedications, monitoring and
management programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, increased human
intrusion, etc. Plans for restoration and revegetation should be prepared by persons with
expertise in southern California ecosystems and native plant revegetation techniques.
Each plan should include, at a minimum: (a) the location of the mitigation site; (b) the
plant species to be used; (c) a schematic depicting the mitigation area; (d) time of year
that planting will occur; (e) a description of the irrigation methodology; (f) measures to
control exotic vegetation on site; (g) success criteria; (h) a detailed monitoring program;
(1) contingency measures should the success criteria not be met; and (j) identification of
the entity(ies) that will guarantee achieving the success criteria and provide for
conservation of the mitigation site in perpetuity.

5. Descriptions and analyses of a range of alternatives to ensure that alternatives to the
proposed project are fully considered and evaluated. The analyses must include
alternatives that avoid or otherwise reduce impacts to sensitive biological resources.
Specific alternative locations should be evaluated in areas of lower resource sensitivity
where appropriate.

6. If the proposed project has the potential to “take” any federally listed species, either
directly or indirectly (i.e., foraging, reduction in habitat) over the life of the project,
“take” authorization will need to be obtained from the Service through section 7 of the
Act.

a. An analysis and discussion demonstrating that: 1) each impact has been
minimized and fully mitigated, 2) all mitigation measures are capable of successful
implementation, and 3) adequate funding is ensured for implementation, and for
monitoring compliance with, and effectiveness of, the mitigation measures.

b. The analysis of the impacts of the taking must include all impacts on the species.

c. An evaluation of the impacts that includes a discussion of the potential to
jeopardize the continued existence of the species. This should include consideration of
the species’ capability to survive and reproduce, and any adverse impacts of the taking on
those abilities in light of: 1) known population trends, 2) known threats to the species, and
3) reasonably foreseeable impacts on the species from other related projects and activities.




\(‘, Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director
Linda S. Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue : Amnold Schwarzenegger

_ Secretary for Cypress, California 90630 Govemor
Environmental Protection

January 18, 2008

Mr. Robert Hingtgen !
San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use i JAN 9 2 2008 LJ
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B ' ‘
San Diego, California 921233
robert.hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
CALIFORNIA CROSSINGS, P06-102, TPM 21046, ENV. REVIEW NO. 93-19-006AA
PROJECT, 9200 BLOCK OF OTAY MESA ROAD, IMMEDIATELY EAST OF THE SR-
125 RIGHT-OF-WAY AND WEST OF HARVEST ROAD, SAN DIEGO, SAN DIEGO
COUNTY, APN. 646-240-48 (SCH#2007121066)

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted
Notice of Preparation and Initial Study (IS) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for
the above-mentioned project. The following project description is stated in your
document: “The proposed project is a regional retail commercial center with surface
parking and associated infrastructure on 299.6 acres. The project includes ten buildings
totaling 355,918 square feet, 1,512 parking spaces, and 250 employees. Site uses
would include retail, general merchandise, and food services. An EIR for the East Otay
Mesa Specific Plan (SP 93-004); GPA 94-02 was certified by the County of San Diego
Board of Supervisors on July 7, 1994. Addendum #14 dated June 15, 2007 was
approved by the Board of Supervisors on August 1, 2007 (1) for the East Otay Mesa
Update, SPR 06-0033, GPA 05-013, ER 93-19-006Y. This-was an addendum to the
previously certified EIR for the East Otay Mesa Specific Plan (GPA 94-02, Log No. 93-
19-6)." DTSC has the following comments; please address if applicable.

1Y  The EIR should identify the current or historic uses at the project site that may
have resulted in a release of hazardous wastes/substances. Your document
- states: “Land Use: Undeveloped” -

2) The EIR should identify the known or potentially contaminated sites within the
‘ proposed Project area. For all identified sites, the EIR should evaluate whether
conditions at the site may pose a threat to human health or the environment.
Following are the databases of some of the regulatory agencies:

® Printed on Recyded Paper




Mr. Robert Hingtgen
January 18, 2008
Page 2

3)

4)

National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

Envirostor (formerly CalSites). A Database primarily used by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, accessible through DTSC’s website
(see below).

Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): A database

~ of RCRA facilities that is.maintained by U.S..EPA.

Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is maintained

by U.S.EPA.

Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both open as well as
closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and transfer stations.

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks, Investigations and
Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Control
Boards. ' :

Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup sites
and leaking underground storage tanks.

The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of Formerly
Used Defense Sites (FUDS),

The EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If necessary, DTSC would
require an oversight agreement in order to review such documents. Please see
comment No.17 below for more information.

All environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation for the site should
be conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency
that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of
any investigations, including any Phase | or Il Environmental Site Assessment
Investigations should be summarized in the document. All sampling results in
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

which hazardous substances were found above regulatory standards should be
clearly summarized in a table.

Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the respective
regulatory agencies, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the

“new development or any construction. All closure, certification or remediation

approval reports should be included in the EIR.

Your document states:” The previously certified EIR identified significant and

- mitigable impacts for. Health and Safety related to use of hazardeus materials by

industrial operations, transportation of hazardous materials, and possible
exposure of residents and workers to hazardous materials used across the
border in Mexico.” If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated
with hazardous chemicals, and if the proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a
contaminated site, then the proposed development may fall within the “Border
Zone of a Contaminated Property.” Appropriate precautions should be taken
prior to construction if the proposed project is within a Border Zone Property.

I buildings, other structures, or associated uses; asphait or concrete-paved

-surface areas are being planned to be demolished, an investigation should be

conducted for the presence of other related hazardous chemicals, lead-based
paints or products, mercury, and asbestos containing materials (ACMs). If other
hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints (LPB) or products, mercury or ACMs
are identified, proper precautions should be taken during demolition activities.
Additionally, the contaminants should be remediated in compliance with
California environmental regulations and policies.

The project construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain areas.
Sampling may be required. If soil is contaminated, it must be properly disposed
and not simply placed in another location onsite. Land Disposal Restrictions
(LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the project proposes to import
soil to backfill the areas excavated, sampling should be conducted to ensure that
the imported soil is free of contamination. ' '

Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. If it is found necessary, a study of
the site and a health risk assessment overseen and approved by the appropriate
government agency and a qualified health risk assessor should be conducted to
determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials
that may pose a risk to human health or the environment.
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10)

11)

12)
13)
14)

15)

16)

17)

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the

~ California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,

Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5).

I it is determined that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes
are (a) stored in tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) treated onsite,
or (c) disposed of onsite, then a permit from DTSC may be required. If so, the

- facility-should contact DTSC at (714) 484-5423 to initiate pre-application -

discussions and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility.

If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should
obtain a United States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Number by
contacting (800) 618-6942.

Certain hazardous waste treatment processes may require authorization from
the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the
requirement for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

If the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be
required to obtain an NPDES pemit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB).

If during construction/demolition of thé project, the soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area would cease
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented.

If the site was used for agricultural, cattle ranching or related activities, onsite
soils and groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural chemical, organic
waste or other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if
necessary, should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a
government agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

Envirostor (formerly CalSites) is a database primarily used by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, and is accessible through DTSC’s
website. DTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an
Environmental Oversight Agreement (EOA) for government agencies, or a
Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional
information on the EOA please see www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields,
or contact Maryam Tasnif-Abbasi, DTSC’s Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at
(714) 484-5489 for the VCA.
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- 18)  In future CEQA documents please provide contact person information, title,
contact fax and e-mail address, and agency web address which contains the
project information. Also, if the project title changes, please provide historical
project title(s).

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Ms. Teresa Hom, Project
Manager, preferably at email: thom@dtsc.ca.gov. Her office number is (714) 484-5477
and fax at (714) 484- 5438.

Smcerely,

Greg Hoimes

Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office

cc:  Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044 :
Sacramento, California 95812-3044
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov

- CEQA Tracking Center
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
1001 | Street, 22nd Floor, M.S. 22-2
Sacramento, California 95814
gmoskat@dtsc.ca.gov

CEQA#1999




